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REMARKS 

Claims 1-7, 9-12, and 14 are pending in this application. 
Claims 7, 9, and 12 are independent. Claims 5 and 6 have been 
withdrawn from consideration. In light of the amendments and 
remarks made herein, Applicants respectfully request 
reconsideration and withdrawal of the outstanding rejections. 

in the outstanding Official Action, the Examiner rejected 
claims 1-4, 7, 9-12, and 14 under 35 U.S.C. § 112. first paragraph; 
and rejected claims 1-4, 7, 9-12, and 14 under 35 U.S.C. § 112, 
second paragraph. The Examiner further rejected claims 1-4, 7, and 
9 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by Kanazawa et al . 
(USP 5,044,454); rejected claims 1-4, 7, 9-12, and 14 under 35 
U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Eda et al. (USP 
6,044,723) in view of Hayashi et al . (USP 4,790,202); rejected 
claims 1-4, 7, 9, 11, and 12 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Eda et al . in view of Kanazawa et al . ; rejected 
claims 1-4, 7, 9, 10, 13, and 14 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Appleyard (WO 99/11502) in view of Hayashi et 
al.t and rejected claims 11 and 12 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Appleyard and Hayashi et al. and further in 
view of Eda et al . Applicants respectfully traverse these 
re j ections . 



7 



FEBjO 1 ^2005 _TUE 1JM06 AH FAX NO. P. 

^Appl. No. 09/655,847 

Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. § 112, First Paragraph 

In support of the Examiner's rejection of claims 1-4, 7, 9-12, 

and 14, the Examiner asserts that the newly-added element "wherein 

the biasing member is movably acceptable only toward the concave 

member" is not disclosed in the specification. The Examiner asserts 

that the specification discloses biasing member 32 being movably 

acceptable toward and away from the concave member. Applicants 

respectfully disagree with the Examiner's assertions. 

Exemplary support for this claim amendment is clearly recited 

in the specification on page 10, lines 16-21 as follows: 

The worm shaft 70 in the gear housing 8 
described above is supported such that the second 
bearing 17 located opposite the output shaft 60 is 
deflectable toward the worm wheel 72. A biasing 
member 30 including a spring body biasing the 
second bearing 17 in the deflective direction is 
provided to the gear housing 8. 

Additional support for this claim amendment can be found on 
page 11, lines 10-21 as follows: 

The biasing member 30 has a curved surface of a 
circular arc in section contacting an outer 
circumferential surface of the second bearing 17 
and a spring supporting section, and, to be 
detailed, includes: a spring supporter 31 inserted 
so as to be movable toward the second bearing hole 
82; a spring body 32 of a coil spring supported by 
the spring supporter 31; a screw body 33 adjusting 
a flexure amount of the spring body 32 contracted 
in the tapped hole 84; and a lock nut 34 screwed on 
the screw body 33. The biasing member 30 deflects 
the second bearing 17 toward the concave portion 83 
by operating the screw body 33, in a state where 
the lock nut 34 is loose, to move the spring 
supporter 31. 
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Based upon the recitations set forth above, it is clear chat 
the biasing member of the present invention is movably acceptable 
only toward a concave portion. As such, it is respectfully 
submitted that the newly-added claim element' complies with the 
written description requirement and is sufficiently described in 
the specification in such a way so as to reasonably convey to one 
skilled in the relevant art that the inventors, at the time the 
application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. It 
is respectfully requested that the outstanding rejection be 
withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. S 112, Second Paragraph 

The Examiner's rejection of claims 1-4, 7, 9-12, and 14 under 
35 u.S.C. § 112, second paragraph, asserting the newly added 
element is inaccurate. However, as noted above, there is 
sufficient disclosure in the specification to support the newly 
added claim element and, further the newly added claim element is 
in accordance with the disclosure of the present invention. It is 
respectfully submitted that Applicants have particularly pointed 
out and distinctly claimed the subject matter, which Applicants 
regard as the invention. As such, it is respectfully requested that 
the outstanding rejection be withdrawn. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. § 102 

The Examiner rejected claims 1-4, 7, and 9 under 35 U.S.C. § 
102(b), asserting Kanazawa et al. anticipates the present 
invention. In reviewing the Examiner's rejection, it appears that 
the Examiner has failed to consider Applicants' amendments to the 
claims filed on June 10, 2004. As noted above, the claim amendments 
comply with the written description requirements set forth in 35 
U.S.C. § 112, first paragraph, and further comply with the 
requirements set forth in 35 U.S.C. § 112, second paragraph. For 
the reasons set forth in Applicants' Reply filed June 10, 2004, 
Kanazawa et al . fails to anticipate the present invention as 
Kanazawa et al. fails to teach or suggest the biasing member being 
movably acceptable only toward the concave member. 

Additionally, in accordance with the Examiner's suggestion, 
Applicants have amended claims 7 and 9 to recite "a steering shaft 
configured to engage a steering wheel." It is respectfully 
submitted that these amendments are being made without conceding 
the propriety of the Examiner's rejection, but merely to timely 
advance prosecution of the present application. Based upon this 
amendment, together with the arguments set forth above and the 
arguments included in Applicants' Reply filed June 10, 2004, it is 
respectfully requested that the outstanding rejection be withdrawn. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. § 103 

With regard to the Examiner's multiple claim rejections using 
a variety of combinations of cited reference, it appears that the 
Examiner has failed to consider Applicants' claim amendments and 
arguments included in the Reply filed June 10, 2004. For the 
reasons set forth above, it is respectfully submitted that 
Applicants' amendments satisfy the requirements as set forth in 35 
U.S.C. § 112, first and second paragraphs. Applicants included 
arguments in the Reply filed June 10, 2 004, stating that the 
teachings of the cited references are insufficient to render the 
pending claims, as amended, obvious under 35 U.S.C. § 103. It is 
respectfully requested that the Examiner consider these arguments 
as filed, together with the claim amendments, and withdraw all of 
the outstanding 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) rejections. 

Conclusion. 

Should there be any outstanding matters that need to be 
resolved in the present application, the Examiner is respectfully 
requested to contact Catherine M. Voisinet (Reg. No. 52,327) at the 
telephone number of the undersigned below, to conduct an interview 
in an effort to expedite prosecution in connection with the present 
application. 
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If necessary, the Commissioner is hereby authorized in this, 
concurrent, and future replies, to charge payment or credit any 
overpayment to Deposit Account No. 02-2448 for any additional fees 
required under 37 C.F.R. §§ 1.16 or 1.17; particularly, extension of 
time fees. 



Respectfully submitted, 




MKM/CMV/jdm 
1560-0348P 



Michael Mutter, #29,680 
P.O. Box 747 

Falls Church, VA 22040-0747 
(703) 205-8000 
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